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Interview Summary 


Application No. 

09/684,064 


Applicant(s) 

ROWLANDSON, GORDON 
IAN 


Fvaminpr 

tAdl 1 III ICI 

Michelle Linh-Giang Le 


Art Unit 

3626 





All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 



(1) Michelle Linh-Giang Le . (3) Chris Scherer . 

(2) Luke Gilligan . (4) lan Rowlandson . 
Date of Interview: 17 October 2007 . 

Type: a)IEI Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

c)D Personal [copy given to: 1)D applicant 2)0 applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)K No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: t 

Identification of prior art discussed: Selvester (6, 230,048) . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached. g)D was not reached. h)|EI N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: Applicant and Examiner discussed proposed amendments to clarify the 
"establishing a library..", "extracting one or more patterns..,", "comparing. . " and "correlating..." steps in order to 
overcome the Selvester reference . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN A NON-EXTENDABLE PERIOD OF THE LONGER OF ONE MONTH OR THIRTY DAYS FROM THIS 
INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO 
FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW, See Summary of Record of Interview 
requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 




C. LURgmilGAN 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 3600 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 




. Examiner's signature, if required 
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Interview Summary 



Paper No. 20071017 



£ Best Available Copy 

Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 
Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP), Section 713.04, Substance of Interview Must be Made of Record 

A complete written statement as to the substance of any face-to-face, video conference, or telephone interview with regard to an application must be made of record in the 
application whether or not an agreement with the examiner was reached at the interview. 

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 
Paragraph (b) 

In every instance where reconsideration is requested in view of an interview with an examiner, a complete written statement of the reasons presented at the interview as 
warranting favorable action must be filed by the applicant. An interview does not remove the necessity for reply to Office action as specified in §§ 1.11 1, 1 .135. (35 U.S.C. 132) 

37 CFR §1.2 Business to be transacted in writing. 
All business with the Patent or Trademark Office should be transacted in writing. The personal attendance of applicants or their attorneys or agents at the Patent and 
Trademark Office is unnecessary. The action of the Patent and Trademark Office will be based exclusively on the written record in the Office. No attention will be paid to 
any alleged oral promise, stipulation, or understanding in relation to which there is disagreement or doubt. 



The action of the Patent and Trademark Office cannot be based exclusively on the written record in the Office if that record is itself 
incomplete through the failure to record the substance of interviews. 

It is the responsibility of the applicant or the attorney or agent to make the substance of an interview of record in the application file, unless 
the examiner indicates he or she will do so. It is the examiner's responsibility to see that such a record is made and to correct material inaccuracies 
which bear directly on the question of patentability. 

Examiners must complete an Interview Summary Form for each interview held where a matter of substance has been discussed during the 
interview by checking the appropriate boxes and filling in the blanks. Discussions regarding only procedural matters, directed solely to restriction 
requirements for which interview recordation is otherwise provided for in Section 812.01 of the Manual of Patent Examining Procedure, or pointing 
out typographical errors or unreadable script in Office actions or the like, are excluded from the interview recordation procedures below. Where the 
substance of an interview is completely recorded in an Examiners Amendment, no separate Interview Summary Record is required. 

The Interview Summary Form shall be given an appropriate Paper No., placed in the right hand portion of the file, and listed on the 
"Contents" section of the file wrapper. In a personal interview, a duplicate of the Form is given to the applicant (or attorney or agent) at the 
conclusion of the interview. In the case of a telephone or video-conference interview, the copy is mailed to the applicant's correspondence address 
either with or prior to the next official communication. If additional correspondence from the examiner is not likely before an allowance or if other 
circumstances dictate, the Form should be mailed promptly after the interview rather than with the next official communication. 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview , ^ 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) * , fy 

- Name of participant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel, etc.) ^' 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted \ \ : 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed f 

- An indication whether an agreement was reached and if so, a description of the general nature of the^ agreement (may be by 
attachment of a copy of amendments or claims agreed as being allowable). Note: Agreement as to allowability is tentative and does 
not restrict further action by the examiner to the contrary. ^ 

- The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Form is not an attachment to a signed Office action) 

i 

It is desirable that the examiner orally remind the applicant of his or her obligation to record the substance of the interview of each case. It 
should be noted, however, that the Interview Summary Form will not normally be considered a complete and proper recordation of the interview 
unless it includes, or is supplemented by the applicant or the examiner to include, all of the applicable items required below concerning the 
substance of the interview. 

A complete and proper recordation of the substance of any interview should include at least the following applicable items: 

1 ) A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted, 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, f 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed, >> ^ 

4) an identification of the principal proposed amendments of a substantive nature discussed, unless the*se are already described on the 
Interview Summary Form completed by the Examiner, a '■' 

5) a brief identification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner, A. ¥ 

(The identification of arguments need not be lengthy or elaborate. A verbatim or highly detaile^Jeggription of the arguments is not 
required. The identification of the arguments is sufficient if the general nature or thrust of the principal arguments made to the 
examiner can be understood in the context of the application file. Of course, the applicant may&esire to emphasize and fully 
describe those arguments which he or she feels were or might be persuasive to the examinerljSr** 

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed, and ^*jPjj£ 

7) if appropriate, the general results or outcome of the interview unless already described in the I ntervi e'wEumm a ry Form completed by 
the examiner. 

Examiners are expected to carefully review the applicant's record of the substance of an interview. If t he^^c ord is not complete and 
accurate, the examiner will give the applicant an extendable one month time period to correct the record. 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 



If the claims are allowable for other reasons of record, the examiner should send a letter setting forth thejBpminer's version of the 
statement attributed to him or her. If the record is complete and accurate, the examiner should place the indicatiorgpnterview Record OK" on the 
paper recording the substance of the interview along with the date and the examiner's initials. 




1 i-Oct-07 02:48pm From- 



4142715770 



T-695 P. 001/003 F-824 



ANDRUS, SCEALES, STARKE. & SAW ALL, LLP 

Intellectual Property Law 

100 East Wisconsin Avenue, Ste. 1100 
Milwaukee, Wisconsin 53202, ILS.A. 

Telephone (414) 271-7590 
Facsimile (414) 271-5770 



FACSIMILE TRANSMISSION 



Date 



To: Ql/LOJTTAJ^ 
Telecopier No. r37g>- 8#01 



No. of Pages: i3 
(Including this cover page) 



Our Ref.: 3lCC5LflQO [8024- IC&^our Ref . : Aff SiO AQ llfiM CttAr 



If transmission is incomplete or illegible, please telephone or fax immediately. 



MESSAGE 



The itifnrmation contained in this facsimile rncsBaac is intended only for tho ncnionul and confi dential use of die designated reripicnta 
named abovo. This message may be an attorney-client communication, and as such is privileged and confidential. If iho reader of diis 
rnnnaaee is not the intended recipient or an agent responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, you ore hereby notified thnt you 
have received this document in error, and that any review, dissemination, distribution or copying of thia message is ptrictly prohibited. If 
you have received this communication in error, please notify us immcdintery by telephone and return the original message and all copies 
thnrcof to us by mail at our expense. Thank you* ^ 
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4142715770 
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PTOL-413A (09-04) 
Approved for use through 07/31/2006. OMB 0861-0031 
u S. Potcrt ondTradQinark Office: U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 



Applicant Initiated Interview Request Form 



Application No,: _<y 6fl4 ' 064 



Examiner: MlchoiieLs 



First Named AppUcant: lan Rowlandson ^ 

Art Uniti es Status of Application: Non-Rnal Rejection 



Tentative Participants: 

m Examiner Michelle Le 



m Examiner Luke GilKgan 



(3) lan Rowlandson 



(4 ^Auorney Christopher M. Scherer t 

Proposed Date rvr TntnrvieW: Wednesday, October 17, 2007 Proposed Time: 3:00 EST (AM/PIV!) 



Type of Interview Requested: 

(1)13 Telephonic (2) Q Personal (3) □ Video Conference # 



Exhibit To Be Shown or Demonstrated; [~]VES 
If yes, provide brief description: 



0 NO 



Issues To Be Discussed 



Issues 

(Rej., Obj., etc) 

m Rej. §"iQ3 

(2)__ 



Claims/ 
Fig. #s 

1 



Discussed Agreed 



Not Agreed 



Prior 

Art 

Sslvestar/Selfcer 



(3L 
(4)_ 



□ 


n 


□ 


□ 




□ 


□ 




□ 


□ 


□ 


□ 



[/] Continuation Sheet Attached 

Brief Description of Arguments to be Presented: 

As a preliminary matter, tha Applicant respectfully wishes to thank the Examiner and Supervisory Exam iner for tnair time and 

attentign and willingness to conduct this telephone interview, The Applicant wishes to make this Inter view as efficient 
as p ossible py outlining tha claims and rafarenceg to pe discussed, as well as by providing a brief outline of the Applicant's ar auments. 

An interview was conducted on the above-identified application on . 



NOTE: T his form should bo completed by applicant and submitted to the examiner m advance of the interview 
(seo MPEP § 713.01). 

This application will not be delayed from Issue because of applicant's failure to submit a written record ot this 
Interview. Therefore, applicant Is advised to file a statement of the substance of this interview (37 CFR 1.133(b)) 
as soon as possible. 




Applican^XpplicAht's Representative Signature 

Christopher M. Scherer 

Typed/Printed Name of Applicant or Representative 

50,655 ^ 

Registration Number, if applicable 



lExaminer/SPE Signature 



Ttria collection of informuiiou Is required by 37 ClW 1.133. The infoi-marioo b required to obrotn or retain * hatmfii by the public which fs to file (and bj itu 
USPTO to pro«») uii up plica ilon. Confidentiality is governed by 3S U.S.C J22 and 37 CFR Ml and 1.14. Thin collodion Is «tim»t«] (o ute l\ minima to 

cumnUlt, lltcladfn B su'turin* preparing, °nt| submiHirry I lie completed nppJicntlbl form tl» the USPTO. Tim* Will Vary iI**WHUJblf: Iljinn the ttUlMdllftj 
COfrtmenu on tha unuimt Of l*me you require to GiPmpIOlO thli form and/or fldcemtaw for reducing ihU burden, ■huuld bo Burtf W th* Chwf Information *^««/« 

TJ.S. Pnrent and TrmIom«rU Office, U.S. DupdrroiClit of Commerce, P.O. Do* 1450, Aleuuuliii, VA 22313-145fc 00 NOT SEND PCttS OR COMPLETED rOHMS 
TO Tins ADDRESS. SEND TO: Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, Va 22313-1450. 

If you need assistance in completing the farm, caii J-800-PTO-9J99 and select option Z 
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Applicant Initiated Interview Request Form (Continuation Sheet) 



AT,nii™tioTiNQ.: 09/684.064 First Named Applicant; lan Rowlandson 

Examiner: Michelle Lb Art Unit: 3626 Status of Application: Non-Final Rejection 



Issues to be Discussed (Continued) 



Issues 

(5) _ 

(6) _ 

(7) _ 

(9) __ 

(10) _ 



Claims/ 
Fig. #'s 



Prior Art 



Discussed Agreed Not Agreed 



[ ] 


[ ] 


[ ] 


[ ] 


[ ] 


[ ] 


[ ] 


[ ] 


[ ] 


[ ] 


[ ]' 


I ] 


[ ] 


[ ] 


[ ] 


[ ] 


[ ] 


[ ] 



Continuation of Brief Description of Arguments to be Presented: 

The Applicant first wishes to discuss the Examiner's rejection of claim 1 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) In view of U.S. Patent 
No. 6,230,048 to Selv ester in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,27 7,1 88 to Selker. The Applicants submit that the Applicant 



persuasive, but not embodied In the claims, that the Examiners draw the Applicant's attention to this case. The Applicant 



wishes to point out that the Selvester patent is focused on generating an interactive display based on a computerized ECG. 



The user can IrilefacTwith this pictorial to add more information or consider information linked to this image. The physlo- 



may present arguments to the Examiners that may not be embodied, established or c lear to the Examiner in the claim$.The 



Applicants respectfully requests that If the Examiner believes that some of the arg uments posed by the Applicants are 



It first assumes that the computerized ECG has information that needs to be visualized a s a pictorial image of the heart. 



logical data interpretation system of the present applicatl ™ jfr** the following premise: dont t rust the computerized 



ECG interpretation 



library. If there is 



try to find its nearei 




this system finds an ECG tha j fiatchesTKe acquired ECG from a set of ECGs in an expert 



e documentation associated* 



itch is followed. So we begin with a medical test and 
bor out of a collection of records, that don't necessarily rgte*ft4£Lthe patient. When the user lop-fa 



at these records located by the computer, he agrees as to whether or not there i; 




en the match is confirmed, 



then asso ciated documentation comeswith it. The Applicant reserves the right tQ^prgyr^fhe Examinerjwjth additional 
arguments to those described above, particularly any and all arguments having to do with th£ gelker reference. Once agafc 
the Applicant respectfully wishes to thank the Examiners for their time and attention in advance^ 



r'and^weleofnes the 



Examiners to contact the Applicant's Odor to. or after the interview with any questions they may have. 
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